~ April 7,2004 BZA

 REQUEST ANALYSIS
- RECOMMENDATION

 04ANOI7T9
(AMENDED)

leanna R. Fnedel

Matoaca Maglstenal Dlstnct
9406 Summercreek Dnve

" RE UEST A 105 foot Varlance to the 150 foot ﬁont yard setback reqmrement for a dwellmg '
| RECOATI@N L i
Recommend approval of this Vanance for the followmg reasons* : |

A Vanance will not 1mpau the character of th1s res1dent1a1 area. -

B, The strict apphcatlon o the Zomng Ordmance would result in an unreasonable
: restrlctlon on the ] QPI,'OPEI,TY; : : i N

CONDmQN i

This Variance shall be for theroposed dwelling only asdeplctedmthe staffreport. - |

Locatlon

Propelty is known as 9406 vummercreek Dnve Tax . 723 662-6127 (Sheet 23)
Ex1stmg Zo gv | (o i |

Providing a FIRST CHOICE Community Through Excellence in Public Service



' l_acrev '
Existing Land Use:
Vacant
Adjacent Zoning and Land Use:
North A Remdenﬁal '
South - A Residential :
East -R-12; Res1dent1a.l :
‘West A; Re81dent1al :
Utilities:
'Public water and private septic system
Transportatlon

Th1s request should have no 1mpact on the trafﬁc pattem m the area

General Plan

(O wits peracreorless) . -

(Upper Swift Creek Plan o

The apphcant is proposing to constructza dwellmg forty-ﬁve (45; ect. from the front prope
whereas the Zoning Ordinance r 150 foot: setback Therefo re, the-applicant is reques
105 foot Vanance (see attached:plat).{— i L T

The apphcant prov1des the followmg Justlﬁcatlon in support of thls’request

I would like to constructfaf single: family residence. Wlth' the Vanance we would
limited to the buildable area of 7.44 feet. The distance o sti
to limiting factors such as the septlc field placement and-,,a low.
proposed structure. ,

1 aoato the left o

Staff visited the- subJect property whlch _1s ummproved Staffnotes the propertles across the street
from the subJect property are in the: Summerford Subdivision and‘ are. requlred to meet the
Zonmg whlch requires a thlrty-ﬁve (3 5) foot front yard: setback

e : f v04ANO‘-:'1-:79-APR_



* This request comphes with the Comprehensrve Plan wh1ch suggests the property is appropnate for ! £
resrdentlal use of 2. O units per acre or. less. v

Staff has rev1ewed the attached srte plan and apphcatron The parcel is 207 44 feet deep A seven SR
(7) foot bmldmg envelop remains when the front yard setback of 150 feet-and the rear yard setback P
of fifty (50) feet are met. Staffbelievesitwould effectively prohibit or unreasonably restrict the use -
of the property to require these: setbacks Further the parcels: across the street meet the R-12 Zomng' e
of thu'ty-ﬁve (35) feet. : :

Staff belleves this Vanance w111 not: reduce or impair- the value of the dwellmgs or property in the
1mmed1ate or surroundmg area; therefore, staff recommends that this request be approved.

~ CASEHISTORY

01/07/04

' The Board deferred th1s case 10 thelr April 7, 2004, meetmg to allow the apphcan ’
adjacent property owners additional time to resolve concerns relative to the possi
‘changing the location:and: the exterior of the dwellmg to ‘more closely meet the adJ

_ .nerghborhood standards. e .

02/05/04:

Staﬁ and adjacent property owners met with the apphcant’s representatrve to dlSCllSS optrons ;.:: :
concemmg the locatron and. altematrves relatlve to this request o

'03/03/04

,The apphcant amended the o gmal apphcatlon 1n order to move the dwelling furthe from

‘the front. property line. * Spe ically, the previous Variance request was for a 115 foot
: }Varrance to the 150 foot?front yard setback requlrement and it was amended to-a 10
v Vanance g :
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